Mr. John fiasland 
5530 'Eastbourne Bliive 
apringfield, Vi 22151 

10/21/92 

t 

Dear Jfohn, 




My mind is too much ''oh 'what I'm writing to be able to flocus with any _ sharpness oil 
that ho sty business. I had forgotten about Bookhout. i-Iy prrsent recollection is that 
IHO was not "hostile"' to him. If he waJ it .was through association with Ilosty. 

That Hosty did not lear$/ about Oswald in iJ exico until 10/25/63 indicates to me not 
ineffeciency bjit that the info was not evaluated as very impootant. 

Probably the way New Orleans got it is HQ records indicated Oswald was a Hew Orleans 
case. But if I remember hosty’ s testimony correctly, there was a delay in thd case 
routed to him from Il°£> reaching him. They also could have given him a copy for the DL 
Oswald file. 

The Washington field offzbe intercepted Oswald’s letter to the Sobiet embassy. 

The disagreement over whether Hosty asked Oswald about Mexico Uity could be genuine, 
from unclear recollection, but Hosty was also a cool liar. He was praised for this by 
HQ, tliiu meaning his lying, not^what we are discussing, and then disciplined, Somev/here I • 
have a xerox of liis /testimony I annotated, 

Kevill is talking to people. know a couple of Baltimore poiicemen who have become 
friends with him, gave him a barbecue a year or so ago when he was up to visit a dauthter 
not too far from you. I think he wbuld tllk and would ize honest. 

If I ever determined where he got the Elsbeth Street address I now do not recall. 

It may have been in connection with my work on the Oswald-note flap that I went 
over Hosty 1 s testimony again and made some notes. J. think I told you but if x did not_I 
have a complete files of duplicates on that and the IQ 1 s so-called investigation. 

I tli&nk I have several file folders of additional Hosty material but I’m mot now sure. 

Borry I can't be of more help. 

Best, 

Harold Weisberg 




